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L’ESPADON 
SATYRIQUE. 


PAR LE Sr. DESTERNOD. 


REVEV ET AVGMENTE DE WNOVVEAV. 


[A wood-cut of a Satyr, brandifhing a drawn {word 
with both hands.] 
A LYON, 
Par Igan L’Avtret, Marcuanp Lipraire, 

En riie Merciere. 

M. DC, XXVI. 

Avec privilege. 
[12mo, pp. 152.] 


Or the various works belonging to the 
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be difficult to quote, .To conclude from 
the freedom of the conduét of animals, that 
they have more reafon than ourfelves, is an 
idea which. Rabelais would not have dif- 
avowed; and, of all the’ oaths which the 
facetious erudition of one of the editors* 
of Mafler Frangois has collected, no one 
can*equal the oath made by the horn of 
the worft deceived hufband in Paris! 

It muft be confeffed that the réader is 
but flightly refpected in the fatires we are 
{peaking of; but even while, condemning 
this licenfe, it will be well to indicate fome 
extenuating circumftances. During the lat- 
ter portion of the reign of Henry IV., and 
during that of Louis XIII., poetry and fa- 
cetious literature expreffed themfelves with 
a crude, energy, which very flightly {can- 


clafs of fatire, and anterior to the reign of dalized the public. ‘This liberty became 


Louis XIV., the E/padon is one of the 
moft curious, and the one which is written 
with the moft fprightlinefs and vigor. It 
is beft to fubmit beforehand to all the ob- 
jections which can be made againft*it. . It 
is almoft always’ grofs; it outrages decency 
almoft as boldly as the writers of Latin 
epigrams ; it drags the victims againft whom 
it direéts its blows, through the mud of the 
filthieft ditches. But, on the other hand, 
it cannot be denied that it contains a {pirit 
of genuine Gallic wit, and a vigorous ha- 
tred of all the wrongheadednefs of the 
times, It ftnikes forcibly, but juftly. It 
often difplays a genuine originality of ideas, 
numerous inftances of which it would not 


greatly lefs as fociety became more pol- 
ifhed, and yet remains of it can ftill be 
feen even a half-century after the appear- 
ance of the E/padon, in writers of the firft 
rank. In the firft editions of the Art Po- 
étaque, Boileau, to make a rhyme with /e/, 
employed a word which cannot be written 
now.+ 

Do. we not alfo find in Moliére expref- 


*® M. de l’Aulnaye. 

+ Boileau.in this only imitated Corneille, who, 
in 1637, had ufed the fame forcible expreflion in 
fome verfes again{ft Scudery. It is faid that Doc- 
tor Arnauld influenced Boileau to modify the ori- 
ginal text. . The change has been regretted by the 
editors of his works. See the edition of M. Ber- 
riat Saint-Prix (tom. ii, p. 208). 





2108 


fions which fhock the prudery of our mod- 
ern times? 

But this is a quettion which it is ufelefs 
to examine here: let us take the E/padon 
for what it is, fince it was publifhed with 
the privilege of the civil governor of Lyons, 
a worthy magiftrate who faw nothing rep- 
rehenfible in the work fubmitted to his cen- 
forfhip, and let us give our attention to its 
author. 

With the exception of the firft edition, 
the others defignate him under the name 
of Dgsrernop (it fhould be written a’ K/ter- 
nod). Is this name, Claude d’Efternod, that 
of the real author of the Satires, or ‘is it a 
pfeudonym? ‘This queftion has given rife 
to grave difputes. The oracle of bibliog- 
raphers, M. J.-Ch. ‘Brunet, has touched 
upon it in his Manuel du Librare. We 
cannot do better than refer the reader to 
the article Deflernod, of the fifth edition. 
There did exift a Claude d’Efternod, the 
author of fome {mall books, which are gen- 
erally forgotten, publifhed in. 1614 and 
1615; but it is not abfolutely proved that 
he was the author of the E/padon Saty- 
rique ; and, according to various authori- 
ties, the real author was Francois Pavie de 
Fourgquevaux. The title Sexgneur de Fran- 
chére, found upon: the title-pages of the 
ancient editions, is explained by an ana- 
gram: Francois Pavie thus concealed the 
name of his éftate of Refranche.* Let us 


alfo notice that Charles Nodier (De/crip- - 


tion dune Folte Collection de Livres, 1844, 
p. 221) has no doubt but that the E/padon 
fhould be attributed to’ Claude d’Efternod. 
Regnier addreffed to Fourquevaux a copy 
of verfes, which various editors have clafled 
among his Saéires, but which M, Viollet 
Le Duc has clafled among his Epz/files : 
Puifque le jugement nous croift par lé dommage, 
I] eft temps, Forquevaus, que je devienne fage. 





* Did the eftate of Refranche belong to Four- 
quevaux or to D’Efternod, as M. Ed. Fournier 


believes? This point fhould be examined 


Che Philobiblion. 





| Oc7. 


This compofition is, befides, worthy of be- 


ing offered to the author of the E/padon 


Satyrique, and, as is remarked by the writer 


we have mentioned, ‘‘ It would be as diffi- 
cult to excufe Regnier for the choice of his 
fubjeét as for the manner in which he has 
treated it.” 

Broffette, in his notes upon Regnier, has 
déclared himfelf the partideh of the ‘opinion 
which attributes the Efpadon to Fourque- 
vaux—an opinion which the Abbé Goujet 
has fhared, without examination, in his in- 
complete Bibliotheque. Franvorfe (xiv. p. 
209), and which was fuftained by M. Pa- 
vie, the lait defcendant of the baron, in a 
letter addrefled to. the Abbé Mercier de 
Saint-Léger, and which is quoted in the 
Manuel 3, 

“Thus, a#has obferved M. Ed. Four- 
nier, in one of the notes to the reprint of 
the Caquets de ? Accouchée, in the Biblio- 
théque Elzévirienne, in {pite of the firtt 
edition figned with the fuppotititious name 
of Franchére, it has been fuppofed that the 
name of Deiternod, which is figned to the 
fecond edition, is alfo unreal, and only a 
new pfeudonym.” Neverthelefs, D’Etter- 
nod, born at Salins, in 1590, who was a 
foldier for a long time, then the Govérnor 
of Ornans, was any thing but a myth, as is 
fhown by the article which M. Weifs has 
given to him in the Biographie Unwwer- 
felle. 

It is to this provincial, who, having made 
a trip to Paris in his youth, and there be- 
come acquainted with the: unfcrupulous 
rhymers, fuch as: Berthelot, Motin, and 
their friends, that the Boographie Générale 
(t. xvi. p. 476) attributes the E/padon. 

De Fourquevaux, born about 1561, was 
thirty years before Claude d’Efternod, and 
this feems to. be a further reafon for not 
attributing the L/padon to him, fince the 
liberty of the book, which was perhaps ex- 
cufable from the pen of a young man, feems 
hardly poffible in a man who ‘held impor: 
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tant offices at court, was the father of fev- 
eral children, and who died in 1611, eight 
years before thefe fatires were publifhed. 

At leaft feven old editions are known of 
the E/padon. They are all extremely rare, 
and fine copies fell at high prices. We give 
a lift of them: 


Lyons.— Fean |’ Autret, 1619, 12mo. 
Solar’s copy fold in 1860 for 106 francs. . 

Rouen.—1619, 12mo, 

Lyons.— Fean l’ Autret, 1621, 12mo. 

Lyons.— 1626. 

Rouen.—David Ferrand, 1626. 

Rouen.— Without date. 

Cologne.— Fean d’E/crimerie, 1680. 


This edition, printed in Holland, is well 
executed ; it is claffed by amateurs in the 
Elzevir feries. It does not appear, how- 
ever, that it came from the prefs of thefe 
celebrated printers; and M. Pieters, of 
Ghent, who had not mentioned it in the 
firft edition of his Annales de ?’Imprume- 
rie des Elfevier, has given it only two lines 
in his fecond, as printed in Holland, but 
not by the Elzevirs. Daniel Elzevir print- 
ed, in 1680, many volumes to which he 
did not place his name, but this was not 
one of them. 

Solar’s copy of this edition, in red mo- 
rocco, fold for 210 francs. 

Amfterdam.—A. Meetjens, 1721, 12mo. 

Defpite the indication of the title, this 
edition was printed fomewhere in France, 
and is very incorrect. The title has been 
changed: for the word E/padon, has been 
fubftituted —Satyres amoureufes et ga- 
lantes, fur Pambition de certains courti- 
fans, nouveaux Venus et gens de fortune ‘ 
par le Sreur B. 


L’E/padon Satirique, par le Sieur dEf- 
ternod, Reimpreflion faite fur l’édition de 
Lyon, 1626, collationnée et complété fur 
les autres éditions du méme ouvrage, et 
augmentée d’un avant-propos. Bruxelles, 

vol. U.—D 
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imprimerie de. A. Mertens et Fils, 1863. 
12mo. 

This edition was printed for a publifher 
of Paris, in, an iflue of only. one hundred 
copies, numbered. 

It would be fuperfluous to dilate upon 
the differences in the variqus editions of 
the E/padon. The Satyre du Temps, a 
Théophile, a piece figned with the. name 
of Bezangon, after having appeared in the 
edition of 1621, was. left out of the others, 
and is reftored in the laft. It was alfo 
printed by M. Edouard Tricotel, in the 
Bulletin du Bibliophile for 1860, and in 
his Varietés Bubliographiques, Paris, 1863. 

The Dutch editor of 1680 cut out the 
fixth fatire, which dealt with a Capucin, 
named Guénar, who, throwing his gown to 
the dogs, fled to Geneva.* He replaced 
this piece by an Ode /atyrigue d'un amou- 
reux @ /a maitrefje, which had already ap- 
peared in the edition of 1626. In this he 
was followed by the editor of 1721. 

M. Brunet has fhown, in the Manuel, 
that the firft fatire of the a has alfo 
appeared under the modified title, Le Ta- 
bleau des amlitieux de la Cour, nouvelle- 
ment tracé du pinceau de lg vérité, par 
Maitre Guillaume, a fon retour de autre 


* This circumftance furnifhed Nodier with a 
proof that the Efpadon fhould be attributed to 
Claude d’Efternod. The apoftate Capucin was at 
Dole, and his efcapade made a great noife in 
Franche-Comté. ‘It is eafy enough to fuppofe 
that this event occupied the mufe of Claude, who 
was living at the time at Salins, and who, though 
a bad member of fociety, was none the lefs a very 
good Catholic, two things eafily reconcilable at 
the time. By what accident could an anecdote, 
the knowledge of which had extended beyond the 
walls of only two or three cities of Franche- 
Comté, have infpired verfes in Fourquevaux, who 
was at Touloufe, and who had paffed the greater 
part of his life away from Europe? How could 
Frangois de Fourquevaux, of Touloufe, have writ- 
ten againft the monk Conftance Guénar, of Dole, 
concerning Guénar’s apoftacy? Frangois de Four- 
quevaux was dead.”” 
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monde, 1622, {mall 8vo. In order to con- 
ceal this fraud, the firft four verfes and the 
laft fout were changed. M. Edouard Four- 
nier has réproduced and annotated this 
piece in the curious colleétion' which ‘he 
has publifhed under the title, Varvétés Fli/- 
toriques et Littéraires, Paris, 1854, and 
following years (t..iv. pp. 33-46). 

A paflage in the Caguets ‘de 1’ Accou- 
chée, which méntions an ‘extract or tran- 
feript ofthe E/padon, word for word,” 
affords grounds for believing that the /aizre 
in queftion was the object of a double’ coun- 
terfeit. 

We cannot undertake to fhow all that 
the E/padon Satyrique contains that is cu- 
rious for the ftudy of the manners and Jan- 
puage of the times; a work of its kind does 
not ‘require a ferious commentary: but we 
will fay that it fhows a profound knowledge 
of the facetious perfonages of the period, 
fuch'as Gautier-Garguille, whofe fongs were 
not, however, printed until thirteen years 
after the publication of the 2 ta te 
Mafter Mouche, whom we find alfo in the 
Ballet des Quolitets, danfé au Louvre par 
Monfegneur, Frere du Ror, 1627%;$ the 
Queen Gillewe, the object of many facetie, 
among which we recall the De/cription de 
la Superbe Entrée faite a la Royne Gil- 
lette, paffant d Venife, 1614.} ' An atten- 


* We are not occupied here with this perfon- 
age; we will only cite his name as being repro- 
duced in an original and unexpected way in .a 
work of Delaurens, the author of the Chande/le 
d’ Arras and Compere Mathieu. The quettion is 
concerning the two old men who withed to out- 
rage the chafte Sufannah: ‘ The oldeft of thefe 
fellows was called Gautier; he was 99 years, 9 
months,,28 days, 23 hours, 49 minutes, and 54 
feconds old. The younger, Garguille, was at moft 
g8 years, 11 months, 25 days, 19 hours, 55 min- 
utes, and 38 feconds old.” 

+ Concerning this ftrange produétion, confult 
the Catalogue de la Bibliotheque Dramatique de M, 
de Soleinne, No. 3265. 

t Some details concerning this pamphlet, which 


tive reader needs only. a ‘reference to the 
paflage, which is an imitation of the lan- 
guage of the feholar of Limoges who meets 
Pantagruel, and who “ contrefoifoyt le lan- 
guaige Francoys,” 


The beit# and certainly the moft cau- 
tious, extracts we can give of the E/padon, 
is the table of contents. After the dedica- 
tory veries, follows— 


Satyre 1.—L’Ambition de certains Courtifans 
7 nouveaux Venus. 
“© 2,—Le Paranymphe de la Vieille qui fit 
un Bon Office. 
‘6 3.—L’anti. Mariage d’un Coufin et d’une 
; -Coufine de Paris. . 
“ 4.—L’Importunité, A une Demoifelle. 
 ° g.--Le Juif Errant. 
“  6.—La Mort d’un Perroquet que le chat 
mangea, 
“© -7.—Le Meprife d’une Jeune Fille du 
Languedoc. 
‘6 8.—La Chaude-piffe. 
«¢  -9.—Le Soufflet qui enfla Ja Joue. 
“ 10.—Le Divorce du Mariage. 
“ 11.—L’Ambition dune Fille exempte de 
tous Merites. 
“. 12.—La Belle Magdelaine. 
13. D’un Petit Advocat Ignorant fe di- 
fant mon corival. 
“ 414.—A la Quincaillerie qui n’eftoit ni riche 
ni noble et faifoit la Demoifelle. 
“© 15.—L’Hypocrifie d’une Femme qui fei- 
gnoit d’eftre devote et qui fut trou- 
vée putain. 
“ 16.—Contre l’Apoftat Léandre, autre-dit 
Conftance Guénar. 
Satyre du Temps. A Théophile. 
Ode Satyrique d’un Amoureux a fa Maiftreffe. 





is not very piquant, can be found in the Bulletin 
du Bibliophile for 1844. Among the imaginary 
books may be claffed a Hifforre dela Reine Gillette, 
dedicated to M. de Biron, and cited in the Jnwen- 
taire de Maifire Guillaume, Aventures du Baron de 
Fenefte (edition of 1729, p. 331); but another 
book, having the fame title, and directed againtft 
Mme. de Pierine, was circulated about the court 
in 1644. (See the notice by M. Livet-upon Mme. 
de Fiefque, in the Rewue Europcenne for July, 1859, 


P- 549.) 
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Thomas Bastard’s Chrestateros. 


CHRESTOLEROS. 


SEVEN BOOKES OF EPIGRAMES 
WRITTEN BY T. B. 


Hunc nouere modum noftri feruare libelli 
Parcere, perfonis + dicere de vitiis. 


Imprinted at London by: Richard Bra- 
docke for F. B. and are to be fold at 
her fhop in Paules Church-yard at the 
Signe of the Bible. 1598. (Sm. 8vo, 
_ Pp 190.) 

Ir was toward the clofe of the reign of 
Queen Elizabeth, or at the beginning of 
that of James J., that the epigram, in its 
familiar and fatirical ftyle, became fo great 
a favorite with our Englith writers, though 
it had been previonfly in ufe by Heywood 
and others in the reign of Henry VIII. 
But a multitude of writers now arofe, who, 
adopting this low and familiar ftyle, are 
many of them little more than mere dog- 
gerel verfifiers; and were it not for the 
occafional notices, biographical or critical, 
which they contain of other contemporary 
writers, and of the manners and cuftoms of 
the time which we may glean from them, 
they might well be allowed to remain in 
the obfcurity which now attends them. Of 
this clafs were John Heath, Henry Parrot, 
Thomas Bancroft, and othets. 

And thefe effufions of Baftard, though 
not without fome celebrity in his daW are 
perhaps more valuable for their notices of 
other contemporary literary and eminent 
characters of his time than for their poeti- 
cal or epigrammatic merits. It muft, how- 
ever, be borne in mind that the wit and 
humor of much of the poetry of the period 
depend upon allufions which are now loft, 
but which were doubtlefs relifhed by the 
public before whom they were produced. 
The fame remark might even be applied 


to Shake{peare; many of his allufions being 
now apparently irrecoverable, Baftard’s 
epigrams are dedicated, in profe, To the 
Right Honourable Sir’ Charles Blount 
Knight Lord Mountjoy, and Knight of 
the moft noble order of the Garter; .the 
dedication concluding with an epigram to 
the fame, figned Your Honour’s moft af- 


fechonate Seruant Thomas Baftard, There 


are. feveral ‘other epigrams.addreffed to the 
fame/noble perfonage, by whom it appears 
that he was much patronized, 

Bastarp, according to Wood, was a na- 
tive of Blandford, in Dorfetfhire ; educated 
at Winchefter, and afterward)at New Col- 
lege, Oxford, of which he was made actual 
Fellow in 1588, and B. A. in 1590; but, 
having indulged his tafte for fatire by wri- 
ting a fevere attack upon fome.of the.lead- 
ing characters in Oxford, ‘‘ who were guilty 
of amorous exploits,” he loft his fellowfhip 
and-was expelled from the Univerfity. “He 
afterward took orders, but does not appear 
to have obtained any immediate. prefer- 
ment; and being in poverty, he publifhed 
his epigrams, with a view of obtaining fome 
pecuniary relief by the fale of the work, 
but without much fuccefs. On the accef- 
fion of James I. to the Englifh throne, he 
wrote a complimentary Latin poem to that 
monarch, which was printed in 1605... This 
probably brought him into notice, for he 
was foon after appointed chaplain to the 
Earl of Suffolk, by whofe favor he was made 
vicar of Beer Regis and rector of Almer, in 
Dorfetfhire ; but lofing his faculties, or, as 
Wood fays, ‘being crazed,” and falling 
into a ftate of poverty and want, he was 
committed to prifon at Dorchefter for debt, 
and dying there, was buried on the 19th of 
April, 1618, in the churchyard of the par- 
ith of All Hallows in that place. He was 
thrice married, as we learn from an epi- 
gram of his own, and was confidered to be 
an excellent claflical {cholar, and ‘‘ a quaint 
preacher.” 
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Alluding to the objections that might be 
made to this kind of epigrammatic writing 
in one of his facred profeflion, he fays in 
the dedication :) “If anie obieét to my call- 
ing this kinde of writing, in other things I 
woulde be glad to approve my ftudie to 
your good Lordfhippe. Thefe are the ac- 
comptes of my Idlenes. Yet herein I may 
feeme to: haue done: fomthing worthy the 
price of labour, that [ haue taught Epi- 
grams to {peake chaftlie, befides 1 haue ac- 
quainted them with more grauitie of fence, 
and barring them of their olde libertie, not 
onelie forbidden them to be perfonall, but 
turned all their bitterneffe rather into fharp- 
neffe.” And Sir John Harington makes an 
allufion to the fame fubject in an epigram 
addrefled to Baftard in his collection : 

Then let not envy ftop thy vein of rhyme, 

Nor let thy fun&ion make thee fhamed of it; 

A poet is one ftep unto a prophet: 
And fuch a ftep as "tis no fhame to climb. 

You muft in pulpit treat of matters ferious, 
As beft befeems the perfon and the place: 
There preach of Faith, Repentance, Hope and 

Grace, 

Of Sacraments, and fuch high things myfterious, 

That unto honeft fports will grant no {pace ; 
For thefe our minds refrefh, when thofe weary us. 


Wherefore if any think fuch verfe unreafonable, 
Their ftoic minds are foes to good fociety, 
And men of reafon may think them unreafon- 
able. 
It is an aé& of virtue and of piety 
To warn us of our fins in any fort, 
In profe, in verfe, in earneft, or in fport. 


There is little doubt that Baftard was 
well acquainted with the Greek anthology, 
and he acknowledges his obligations to Mar- 
tial in his feventeenth epigram, With fome 
claffical tafte and fcholarfhip, he alfo pof- 
{efled a certain amount of wit and humor, 
but feems never to have forgotten his facred 
profeffion in the exercife of thefe faculties. 
He was much efteemed by his contempo- 
raries, and had many friends among the 
poets and literary characters of his time. 
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Phillips, in his Theatrum Poetarum (page 
270), fays of him, that ‘‘he was endowed 
with many rare accomplifhments, and was 
excellently fkilled in Greek, Latin and, po- 
etry, and was much courted by ingenious 
men, He was a moft excellent epigram- 
matift, and was always ready to verfify on 
any fubject, as his compofitions proved.” 
The fubjoined epigram on this poet, en- 
titled 4 Bajtard Poeti/t, is taken from a 
MS. Mifcellany temp. James I., and al- 
though of not the flighteft poetical merit, 
is curious as exhibiting the feeling againft 
him for having, as it was confidered, dif- 
graced his clerical character by becoming 
an epigrammatift : 
Oh! fhame to you, the holie fpoufe of Chrift, 
The new-found clericall epigrammatift, 
Who fo debaf’ft powere given by God 
Shall tafte the bitterneffe of Satan’s rod, 
And by his ink-horne fowe the feedes 
Of punifhment for wicked deedes, 


Baftard makes frequent allufions to his 
poverty and misfortunes, as contrafted with 
his former more profperous and happy ftate ; 
and fuch painful reflections, no doubt, gave 
occafion to the following epigram, among 
others of a fimilar kind ; 

Ejmgr. 2. 
When I was fweetly fotted with delight 
Each trifling caufe could moue me to indite 
A little praife would ftirre me in fuch wife, 
My thirft all Helycon could fcarfe fuffice. 
My pen was like a bowe which {till is bent, 
My head was like a‘ barrell wanting vent, 
Then had you toucht me, you had felt the fmart, 
What fury might, requiring helpe of art, 
And then I thought my iudgements ayme fo cleere 
That I would hitt you right, or miffe you neere, 
But nowe left naked of profperitie, 
And fubieé unto bitter iniurie : 
So poore of fenfe, fo bare of wit I am, 
Not neede herfelfe can driue an Epigram, 
Yet neede is miftreffe of all exercife 
And fhe all thriuing arts did firft deuife. 
But thould I thrive or profper in that ftate, 
Where fhe is my commandreffe whome I hate? 
For of a key-colde witt what would ye haue ? 
He which is once a wretch, is thrife a flaue. 
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The following, near the end of the book, 
appears alfo to allude to fome calamity that 
had happened to him—moft probably his 
expulfion from the Univerfity : 


Lib. 7. Epigr. 37. 
Such was my griefe upun my fatall fall, 
That all the world me thought was darke withall, 
And yet I was deceiued as I knowe, 
For when I proou’de I found it nothing fo. 
I thew’de the Sunn my lamentable fore, 
The Sunne did fee and fhined as before. 
Then to the Moone did I reueale my plight, 
She did deminith nothing of her light. 
Then to the ftars I went and lett them fee, 
No not a ftarre would thine the leffe for me. 
Go wretched man, thou‘feeft thou art forlorne, 
Thou feeft the heaués laugh while thou doft mourn. 


There is little doubt that thefe epigrams 
were publifhed to affift in relieving his pref- 
ent wants, but apparently with not much 
hope of fuccefs, if we may judge from the 
fubjoined epigram : 

Lib. 1. Epagr. 21. De Typographo. 
The Printer when I afkt a little fumme 
Huckt with me for my booke, and came not nere. 
Ne could my reafon or perfwafion 
Moue him a whit; though al things now were 
deere, 
Hath my conceipt no helpe to fet it forth? 
Are all things deere, and is wit nothing worth? 


He alludes to this fubje¢t again in 


Lib. 6. Epig. 28 ad Lectorem. 


Reader thou think’ft that Epigrams be rife, 
Becaufe by hundreds they are flocking here. 

I reade an hundred pamphlets; for my life 
Could I finde matter for two verfes there? 
Two hundred ballets yeelded me no more, 
Befides barraine reading and conference. 
Befides whole legends of the ruftic {tore 

Of {tories and whole volumes voyde of fenfe. 
And yet the Printer thinkes that he fhall leefe, 
Which buyes my Epigrams at pence a peece. 


There are epigrams in this collection ad- 
dreffed to the following Englifh poets: Sir 
Philip Sidney, Sir Henry Wotton, John 
Davies, John Heywood, Richard Eedes, 
Samuel Daniel, etc. We quote thofe on 
Sir Philip Sidney and Daniel : 
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Lib... Epigr. 11 de Philippo Sidneo. 
When nature wrought upon her mould fe well, 
That nature wondred her owne worke to fee, 
When art fo labourde nature to excell, 

And both had fpent their excellence in thee. 
Willing they gaue the into fortunes hande 
Fearing they could not ende what they beganne. 


Lib. 6. Epigr. 16 ad Samuelem Danielem. 


Daniell, befide the fubiect of thy verfe, 
With thy rich vaine and ftile adorned fo, 
Befides that fweetnes with which I confeffe 
Thou in thy proper kinde doft ouerflowe. 
Me thinkes thou fteal’{t my Epigrams away, 
And this {mall glory for which now I waite. 

For reading thee me thinks thus would I fay 
This hitts my vaine, this had beene my conceipt. 
But when I come my felfe to doe the like, 

Then pardon me, for I am farre to feeke. 


There are others alfo addreffed to Queen 
Elizabeth, Lord Mountjoy his patron, Wal- 
ter Devereux, Earl of Effex, Archbifhop 
Whitgift, the two Univerfities, Sir Francis 
Drake, Sir Francis Walfingham, Dr. John 
Reynolds, Lord-Keeper Egerton, Thomas 
Strangeways, Efq., etc., etc. There is a 
curious epigram (lib. iii, epigr. 17) On 
Bankes horfe ; and the following on anoth- 
er celebrated character of the day, Tarlton 
the jefter : 


Lib. 6. Epigr. 39 De Richardo Tharl> 
tono. 
Who taught me pleafant follies, can you tell? 
I was not taught and yet I did excell. 
*Tis hard to learn without a prefident, 
*Tis harder {till to make folly excellent. 
I fawe, yet had no light to guide mine eyes, 
I was extol’d for that which all defpife. 


As examples more particularly of the au- 
thor’s fatirical wit and humor, the reader 
may be pleafed with the two epigrams an- 
nexed : 


Lib. 5. Epigr. 4. In Getam. 


Geta from wooll and weauing firft beganne, 
Swelling and {welling to a gentleman. 
When he was gentleman and bravely dight 
He left not fwelling till he was a knight. 
At laft (forgetting what he was at furft), 

He {wole to be a Lord :—and then he burft. 











Lib. 5. Epigr. 21. In Gillovem. 
You which haue forrows hidden bottom founded, 
And felt the ground of teares‘and bitter moane, 
You may conceiue how Gi//oes heart is wounded, 
And iudge of his deepe feeling by your owne : 
His toothletfe wife, when fhe was left for dead, 
When graue and all was made, recouered. 


Befides the prefent work, Baftard was a 
eontributor to feveral other publications, 
viz., a poem in Coriate’s Odcombrian Ban- 
guet, 1611; a Latin poem in Ph. Sydnee 
Peplus, by Alex. Nevill, 1587; a copy of 
Latin verfes In laudem Anne Comitif/e 
Oxonienfis Carmen, among the Lanfdown 
MSS., No. 104; and is fuppofed to be the 
author of the complimentary verfes pre- 
fixed to Gafcoigne’s Whole Woorkes, 4to, 
1575, figned ‘T. B. He likewife wrote, as 
we have mentioned, a Latin poem of con- 
gratulation on the acceflion of King James 
1, 4to, 1605, and two volumes of Sermons, 
4to, 1615. 

Baftard was frequently noticed by his 
contemporariés; among others, by John 
Heath, who has an epigram upon him in 
his Two Centuries of Efigrams (London, 
1610), ‘There is another in the fecond 
book of Witty Efgrams, by Sir John 
Harington, addrefled Zo Majler Ba/lard, 


a minifter, that made a pleafant Book of 


Enghjh Epigrams, from which we have 
already quoted, and which is given at 
length in the Re/iztuta (vol. ii. p. 26), and 
another in the fame collection (No. 84), To 
Majfter Bajtard, taxing him of Flattery. 
John Davies, of Hereford, addreffed an 
epigram to him of eight-and-thirty lines in 
his Scourge of Folly, 1611. (See Re/litu- 
ta, vol. ii. p. 19.) §. Sheppard alfo, in 
his Poems (8yo, 1651), took occafion to 
compliment him, that “ amongft us here in 
England none in our native tongue (fome 
pidiers excepted), fave Baftard and Haring- 
ton, have divulged ought worthy notice. 
The firft of thefe deferved the laurell, but 
the laft, both crowning and anoynting.” 
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He is likewife alluded to in a very rare 
work called The Whipping of the Satire 
(8vo, 1601), the author of which is not 
known. Thefe epigrams are mentioned 
with commendation in William Goddard’s 
Ma/iif Whelp (4to, n. d.), in the eighty- 
firft {atire, and in H. Parrot’s Springes for 
W oodcocks (lib. i. epig. 118), and Mere’s 
Palladis Tamia (p. 629). 


(See Warton’s Hif?. Eng. Poet., vol.iv. p. 398; 
Ritfon’s Bibliog. Poet, p. 126; Wood's Athen. 
Oxon., vol. ii, p. 2273 Cems. Liter., vol. ii. p. 123; 
Collier’s Poet, Decam., vol. i. p. 199,,and vol. ii. 
pp. 108, 120, 254, and his Bridgew. Cat., p. 24; 
and Rofe’s New Gen. Biog. Di&., vol. iii, p. 336.) 

Copies of this exceedingly rare work fold in 
Perry’s fale, pt. i. No. 529, for ro/. 10s.; Bind- 
ley’s, pt. i. No. 450, for 15/. 4s. 6d.; and in the 
White Knights, pt. i. No. 312, for 17/. 175. 

Collation: Title, A25; Sig. A, four leaves; 'B 
to N 4, in eights. 

(Corszr’s Colleftanea Anglo-Poetica.) 
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Essay 
Upon tHE Periop aT WHICH PRINTERS IN- 
TRODUCED THE Use oF THE CoNnsoNANTS 


F ann V. 


Tue queftion is, ‘ When did the print- 
ers introduce a diftinction between # and 
V as-confonants, and J and U' as vowels?” 
The Germans, it is true, do not approve 
this ufage. Cellarius, in his Latin Orthog- 
raphy,* is ftrongly againft it, as is alfo the 
learned and laborious Fabricius.t 

Without offending the proprieties of lit- 
erature, it may be-faid that thefe gentlemen 
fhow themfelves as obftinate in this matter 
as the Englifh did ‘againft the reformation 


* Orthographia Latina ex vetuftis Monumentis. 
Jenz, 1710, 8vo. 

t Jo. Alb. Fabric, pif. ad fin, lib, offav. 
Ferrarii de Pantomimis et Mimis, 8vo, 1714. See 
the extract from this letter, at page 500, of the 
fournal des Scavans for May, 1716, the edition 
in 12mo. 
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of the Gregorian Calendar. Why fhould 
we refufe to profit by the difcoveries of our 
neighbors? We are not fo fcrupulous, 


Tros, Rutulufve fuat, nullo diferimine habebo. 


For, after all, the difference of characters 
is invented only to fhow the difference 
of founds; this fays all that is neceffary. 
However this may be, for about the laft 
twenty years or fo, fome fkilful perfons 
have exercifed their talents in literature 
upon this fubject; their eflays were printed 
in the Journals of Holland, and have been 
read with’ pleafure. M. de Maizeaux* 
maintains that the diftinction of thefe con- 
fonants J and V was almoft unknown forty 
years ago, and that the printers of Holland 
have caufed its introduction into France. 
We will try to fhow that the idea was in- 
troduced by the French, and that our 
printers ufed ic firft nearly a hundred and 
fifty years ago. 

M. Ruchat puts the date back fixty 
years} 

In 1704, M. de la Faye fent.a letter 
upon the fame fubje&t to M. Bernard, 
which has been communicated to the pub- 
lic.t M. de la Faye cites many books 
printed in the fixteenth cenrury, where the 
confonant V is different from the vowel U. 
The moft ancient is the Arithmetique La- 
tine, by Ramus, printed in o¢tavo, at Ley- 
den, in 1584. Finally, he mfifts that the 
invention of this confonant fhould be af- 
cribed to Ramus; and he fixes the date 
at the middle of the fixteenth century, in 


* His letter is at page 151, and following, for 
Auguft, 1701, of the République des Lettres, by 
Bernard. 

f Page 518 République des Lettres for May, 
1704. The author of the Odferwations upon the 
new words and the orthography of the French 
language, at page 222 of the Mémoires de Tre- 
voux for February, 1724, adopts the fame date, 
and complains of our negligence in diftinguifhing 
thefe letters in our alphabet. 

t République des Lettres, May, 1704, p. 86. 
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1560, when this profeffor gave to the pub- 
lic his Grammaire Frangor/e. 

Cellarius, in the work cited above, fays 
that the moft ancient book which ufes the 
confonant V, is the Minutzus Felix, print- 
ed in 1603, he does not fay in what city. 
The confonant J has not yet appeared 
upon the fcene. The Sca/tgerana, at the 
word Ramus, alfo makes mention only of. 
the confonant V. 

By what IJ have faid,* it is feen that the 
period when thefe new confonants appeared 
is ftill uncertain and obfcure, and demands 
further chronological refearches, 

M. de la Faye has, it feems to me, ap- 
proached neareft the truth, in going back 
to Ramus, whom he juftiy regards as the 
iaventor of this diftinction, and in giving 
1534 as the date of the firft book contain- 
ing thefe new confonants, But I have be- 
fore remarked that’ M. de la Faye found 
only the confonant V in the book printed 
in 1584; and when he quotes the Gram- 
mawre Frangoife of Ramus for the origin of 
thefe confonants, he deceives himfelf—and 
I will fhow why. 

The firft edition of this Grammar was 
printed in 1562, at Paris, by André Ve- 
chel, in octavo, and has for title. only the 
word Gramere. The fecond edition was 
printed in 1572, octavo, alfo by Vechel, 
with the name of Ramus on thetitle. This 
Grammar contains fo many innovations in 
orthography, that it cannot be quoted as 

* T fee fome traces of thefe new confonants in 
the Catholicon of John de Janua, printed in 1460. 
At the end is the following: Altiffimi prefidio cujus 
nutu infantium lingue fiunt diferte qui. guemio fepe 
parvulis revelat, etc. Here are a J and a V as 
confonants, and of the firft edition. I copy thefe 
words from the Catalogue de la Bibliothégue de M. 
du Faye, p. 191, 

I find alfo pointed V's in 1475, in the Diogenes 
Laertius of Jenfon. 

[A-fac-fimile of the paffage in the Catholicoz, 
quoted above, may be found at page 120 of Fal- 
kenftein’s Gefehichte der Buchdruckerkunft, Leipzig, 
1840, 4¢0.] 
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authority for the introduction of our new 
confonants. For inftance, he wifhes that 
jugés thould be written jujés, and bewkoup 
for beaucoup.* Thefe two words will fuf- 
fice to give an idea of the reft of his or- 
thography. 

It is, therefore, to the Latin Grammar 
of Ramus that we niuft have recourfe in 
order to find the firft traces of thefe confo- 
nants.t I have only the third edition of 
this book, printed in 1560, o¢tavo, by Ve- 
chel; and, as the privilese is dated June 
11, 1557, the work tmuft have appeared 
during the courfe of the year, and confe- 
quently by it we can give the real date to 
our new confonants: the book contains 
them all correétly in their places. ‘The J 
and V are there exactly diftinguifhed from 
the I and U. The Latin Arithmetic of 
the fame author, printed in 1555, quarto, 
by Vechel, has not this improvement. The 
fyftem of Ramus had not yet been formed ; 
the book is entirely in the old ftyle of the 
printers. 

Ramus has not founded this diftinétion 
upon a vague and unreafonable imagina- 
tion ; he goes far back to feek a title of 
nobility for it, and carries it even to the 
diftinGtion of Zod and Vau in the Hebrew 
language.{ ‘This principle is repeated in 
his French Grammar. He adds that ‘*‘ he 
has placed Vaw according to the authority 
of Varro§ and our printers.” 


* This fecond example is taken from the fecond 
edition of the Grammar, p.'57. 

+ The Greek Grammar, printed in 1562, 8vo, 
by Vechel, diftinguithes thefe confonants. 

tf See Gram. Lat., p. 9, and Gram, Franc., pp. 
19 and 24. 

@ The pronunciation of the confonant V, in ufe 
among the Romans, according to Ramus. Geof- 
froi de Tory, a fkilful printer of Bourges, on leaf 
41 of his Champfleury, printed in 1529, quotes a 
Latin epitaph made in 1007, by which he proves 
that the ancient Latins ufed F to exprefs the con- 
fonant VY: fo that they wrote Folfo and Fifo for 
Polvo and Vivo. See Maittaire, Lib. ii. Anna. 
Typog-y p- $55, he has inferted the ancient epi- 


[ Oé?. 


In order to comprehend the -fenfe of 
thefe laft words, | have confulted chapter 
iii, of the fecond edition of his French 
Grammar.* It is there that Ramus devel- 
ops his fecret: he tells us that his printer 
had ufed thefe confonants J and V in the 
impreffion of his Latin books, ‘This fchol- 
ar required this of him, as he had re- 
quired a wholly irregular fyftem of orthog- 
raphy in the impreflion of his French books. 
I have furnifhed two examples, which will 
fuffice for the curious: two Greek letters, 
@ and ov, employed in the word beaucoup, 
prove as fully the irregularity of the ftyle 
of orthography of Ramus, as the complai- 
fance of Vechel. 

I have alfo noticed that this printer has 
not made any ufe of thefe Ramufan con- 
fonants in the other books which he gave 
to the public. It is curious that after the 
death of Ramus, who was killed in 1572, 
the heirs of Vechel always difplayed the 
fame complaifance. They fhowed it in 
the Animadverfones Foannis Pifcatoris 
Argentint in Dialecicam Rami, and in 
Guall. Tempelli Philos. Cantabrig. Epiftola 
de Dialechca Rami ad Foan, Pifcatorem. 
Thefe two books appeared in 1582, in O¢- 
tavo. I could cite others of Ramus which 
have been printed by the heirs of Vechel, 
in which appears the orthography of thefe 
new confonants. The author, after his 
death, enjoyed his privilege and new dif- 
coveries, and they refpected his memory 
in this matter. But they remembered that 
this privilege had limits, and was only for 
the works of Ramus, 

Gilles Beys is the firft who made a com- 
mencement ; he broke the barriers ; he faw 
the ufefulnefs of thefe Ramu/ian confonants, 
and employed them in the edition which 
he iffued in 1584 of the Commentaire de 
Minos Jur les Epitres @’Horace. He has 


taph. See alfo Pauli Manutii Orthographia, page 
55: * Page 26. 
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not printed a word in this book which is 
not according to the rules of thefe new con- 
fonants ; the impreflion of this book is per- 
feétly beautiful. Furthermore, La Caille, 
in his Hifloire de Imprimerie, tells us that 
Gilics Beys* died at Paris, the 19th of 
April} 1593, and that he had married Mag- 
deleine Plantin, a. daughter of the famous 
printer of Antwerp, Beys had a fon by 
her, named Adrien, upon whom the foilow- 
ing burlef{que epitaph, quoted by La Caille, 
was made: 
“ Cy git Beys qui fcavoit 4 merveille, 
Faire'des vers et vuider la bouteille. 


”» 


Is it not aftonifhing that La Caille has 
fpoken of works printed by G. Beys, and 
has not faid a word of the one which 
affords an occafion for this grammatical 
effay ? 

A final reflection, which ferves to con- 
vince me of the real origin of our new con- 
fonants, is the faét that the printers haye 
ufed them. exaétly as; Ramus introduced 
them, with®ft having changed any one of 
them. » It is, however, true that they ufed 
indifferently the U,. or the pointed V, to 
reprefent. the confonant which has this 
character... What.was it that determined 
them to give the name, of confonant. to the 
one rather than the other?;. The ancients 
had ufed them both indifferently, accord- 
ing to their fancy, or) as the one or the 
other happened to be moft handy to the 
compofitor:. ‘The manufcripts..and_ the 
printed books are uniform upon this mat- 
ter, and the Germans of: the prefent day 
are ftill religious,obfervers of this ancient 
cuftom. 


' Beys printed, in 1577; the Rhétorigue Latine 
of Talon or Talus, with the notes of Minos: the 
diftinGtion of thefe new confonants is not obferved 
in this hook, In 1593, he printed the Pfeaumes 
of Genebrard in 8vo, alfo without ufing thefe con- 
fonants. Thefe Pfeaumes, however, have upon the 
title the hames of other printers, who were inter- 
efted in this edition. 

VOL. i.-——E 
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Ramus has placed in his Latin Grammar 
the capital ,U at. the: commencement of 
words, I haveifeen it at the commence- 
ment of his Latin Grammar, page 53, and 
elfewhere. Is it neceflary for us to refer 
to Zetzner* as the inventor of this round- 
ed vowel? Is the invention fo remarkable ? 
It is only neceflary to give a little air of 
neatnefs to this letter; the whole art con- 
filts only in cutting: off the little line at the 
right. If by this trifle any one merits im- 
mortality and the glory of being. confidered 
an inventor, it muft then be agreed that 
there are happy moments in life, and pre- 
cious rewards, for which no good reafun 
can be given; for fuch it may be faid, Jn 
tenui labore, ac tenuis non gloria. The 
Englifh and the Germans have confidered 
it proper:to ftill retain this {Quare mark in 
the yowel U.' They cannot be blamed for 
fo doing, fince; it, affects nothing: either ‘in 
pronunciation or printing, 

I fhould not forget, that Jacques. ,Pelle- 
tier,,of Mentz, in his. Grammaire: Fran- 
¢ot/e, printed in 1550, at Paris, by the Mar- 
nels, had given a foretafte of the confonant 
J; for it appears to me that the author had 
placed it in all the words which commence 
with this confonant.f I have alfo noticed 
that in the Latin verfes which Adalf Meck- 
erck has placed before the Dheatrum Or- 
hs Terrarum:of Ortelius, in 1579, the 
confonant V is always ufed. It is alfo dif- 
tinguifhed from the vowel U in the Latin 
Objervationes of Drufius, printed in 1584, 
apud Radeum, Antwerp, and in the Ra- 
rorum Plantarum. Hijloria: of Chafius, 
printed in folio, at Antwerp, in 1601; and 


* M: de la Monnoye, page 395 of his notes upon 
the firft volume of the Fugemens des-Seavans de 
Baillet, attributed to Zetzner, a printer of Strat 
burg, the honor of having firft ufed, about 1609, 
what Ramus and Joubert had_propofed—that is, 
the diftinction of the confonants J and V. 

+ The Poctigque of the fame Pelletier, in 1555, 
printed at Lyons, in 8vd,-conftantly diftinguithes 
the confonant J from the vowel. 
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in this laft the J is ufed almoft always as a 
confonant, I do.not know why no one 
has before neticed what I have obferved 
concerning thefe books, 

I alfo think that the 7, with a tail, was 
firft ufed by the printers to give more va- 
riety and beauty to the two 2’s, when they 
come together. I may add that, if this 
letter was firft introduced from a principle 
of beauty, it has been retained on account 
of its ufefulnefs. 

I have, perhaps, faid too much concern- 
ing a matter which many perfons will con- 
fider a grammatical trifle. But I am per- 
fuaded that the difcovery of a truth, of any 
kind whatfoever, is always important, and 
fhould be well received by judicious per- 
fons, At any rate, it is one truth more in 
the world. This word is always refpect- 
able. Some thanks fhould be given, not 
only to thofe who find it, but alfo. to thofe 
who take the pains to feek for it. 

[Tranflated from Drsmotet’s Continuation of 

Sactencre’s Mémoires de Littérature. Paris, 
1749. | 


——_o-———— 


Latin Facetier. 
(1561-1737.) 

Tuese facetiz, though written in the 
language of Virgil and Cicero, are all mod- 
ern. The ancients had not a fenfe of hu- 
mor fuch as we have; at leaft, their! works 
which have come down to us do not give 
us the right ‘to believe that they had. It 
certainly is not.a poor fubjeé of reflection 
that fuch pieces of wit haye occupied the 
lei{ure moments of Langius, Scaliger, Juftus 
Lipfius, Cardan, Heinfius, Dupuy, Aldro- 
vandus, and other perfons of the fame 
ftamp. 

A rapid glance over thefe light produc- 
tions of minds which generally are fo grave 
and folid, will be devoid neither of ufeful- 
nefs nor pleafure : 


I. Tomus primus et fecundus Convivia- 
lum Sermonum utilibus ac jucundis hifto- 
rus et fententits, omnt feré de re, que in 
Jermonem apud amicos dulct in conviviolo 
encidere pote/t, refertus ex optemis et pro- 
batifpimis auctoribus magno labore, ete. ; 
collectus, et yam quarto recognitus et auc- 
tus. Bafile, M.D.LXI. (2 vols. 8vo.) 

The firft tome of this:collection of table- 
talk is in this edition printed for the fourth 
time, and for the firft time with the addi- 
tion of a fecond volume. In 1566, a third 
tome was added to the other two, which 
proves that the collection was very popular, 
as is generally the cafe with books which 
amufe the mind, without occupying it. 
The honor of making this collection is due 
to John Gaftius de Brifack, if any honor 
fhould accrue from it. He coricealed him- 
felf under the name of John Peregrinus, it 
is not known why, fince his own name was 
fo little known, that ‘it is not to be found 
in any ufual biographical colleétion. In 
his ‘dedication to’ Louis Martrophus, of 
Frankfort, he affures us that his compila- 
tion js fo well expurgated, that the bifhops 
and the pope himfelf could only be edified 
by it; and thereupon, like the real mali- 
cious religionift that he is, he commences 
to {catter quantities of jokes, anecdotes, and 
quips, againft the pope and cardinals ; con- 
cerning the tricks which wives have played 
their hufbands, and hufbands their wives ; 
againft the monks, the ecclefiaftical bene- 
fices ;' againft the inftitution of the bigots 
of Brabant ; againft confeffion, and the con- 
feffors; concerning a fomewhat cunning 
trip of Erafmus; againft the manners of 
the monks, etc., etc. 

““Fuit mulier, que.cum recentem jam 
puerum peperiffet, catereque mulieres:gra- 
tularentur ei, dicerent que (ut fit) puerum 
omnius patri fimilem, interrogavit an etiam 
rafuram haberet in capite: defignans fa- 
cerdotis effe filium, et ita de fe adulterium 
fuum notum fecit.” 








if 





Miz. 


Na- 
/to- 
> an 
olo 
TO- 
Cc. 3 
um 


le- 
rth 
di- 
ird 
ich 


la- 
ps 


Ji- 








Vbind 


1863. | 


“ Les commeéres d'une accouchée 

La congratulaient a l’envi : 

Ah! quel fuperbe enfant voici! 

C’eft de fon pére, Dieu merci! 

La femblance toute crachée ! 

A quoi la dame répondit, 

D’un ton de voix doux et honnéte ; 
‘Tl aura donc fans contredit, 
Un beau rond d’abbé fur la téte.’” 

Thefe anecdotes are generally well told ; 
but it is certain that, whatever expurga- 
tions the author tells us they have been 
fubjected to, we muft not go to to this col- 
lection for edification, and it has ferved as 
material for many other queftionable col- 
leétions of more modern times. 

Bernard de la Monnoye has turned many 
of thefe into agreeable verfe, both Latin 
and French, as may be feen in his charm- 
ing edition of the Moyen de Parvenir. 


Il. Difertationum Ludicrarum et Ame- 
nitatum /criptores vari, editio nova et 
aucta. Lugd.-Batav., apud Franci/cum 
Hegerum, 1644. (1 vol. 12mo.) 

The firft edition of this amufing book 
appeared in 1623; but this is the ampleft, 
the handfomeft, and the beft. It contains 
twenty-one pieces. Thefe are—the hin 
of the Gout, by Bilibaldus Pirkheimer, who 
was born in 1470, and died in 1530, and 
was a writer upon claflical and religious 
fubjeéts; and another by the celebrated 
Jerome Cardan, upon the fame fubjeét; the 
Praife of the Flea, by Ceelio Calcagnini, a 
fcholar of Ferrara, who died in 1479, and 
who had a fingular averfion for Cicero; 
the Art of Swimming, by Nicolas Wiin- 
mann; the Praife of the Ant, by Philip 
Melanchthon, the moft amiable, the faddeft 
and weakeft of reformers; the Praz/e of 
Mud, by Marc Anthony Majoraggio, the 
avenger of Cicero againft Calcagnini; the 
Praife of the Goofe, by Julius Czfar Scali- 
ger; the Prai/e of the A/s, by John Paffe- 
rat, the cherifhed poet of Henry III.; the 
Praife of Shade, by John Doula, the cele- 
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brated profeffor; the Death of a Magfre, 
by an anonymous author; the Creature of 
Reason, by Gafpar Barleus, a Latin poet 
and profeffor, of Amfterdam; the Peripa- 
tetic Ceremonies of Marriage, by the fame ; 
the Nuptial Allocution, by Mark Zuerus 
Boxhorn, the profeffor who was fo addicted 
to fmoking, that he had a hole arranged 
in the rim of the hat he conftantly wore, 
through which his pipe was fupported, fo 
that he could at his eafe both {moke and 
ftudy without interruption; the Prai/e of 
the Loufe, by Daniel Heinfius; the Gram- 
matical War, by Andrew Guarna, of Sa- 
lerno ; the Prai/e of the Elephant, by Juftus 
Lipfius ; the Praz/e of the Quatern Fever, 
by William Menopus; the Praz/e of Band- 
ne/s, by Jacques Gutherius, a lawyer’ of 
Paris; the Reign of the Fly, by Francis 
Scribanius ; Democritus, or concerning 
Laughing, by Henry Dupuy, a profeffor 
at Milan, a pupil of Juftus Lipfius;. the 
Praife of the Egg, by the fame; and, 
finally, the Praise of the Swan, by the 
famous naturalift Aldrovandus, 

The majority of thefe pieces are only 
fatires on the diffolute manners of the times, 
under the form of appofite truths; a ftyle 
which is more cold than ingenious, even 
under the pen of the great Erafmus, as may 
be feen in his Praife of Folly, the matter- 
piece of this ftyle of writing. 

Thus Perkheimer, in» his Gout, after 
having enumerated the injuries which high 
living, voluptuoufnefs, and the indulgence 
of the fenfes, caufe to virtue, boafts of the 
aid it affords to the foul’s endeavors in teft- 
ing the body by all forts of torments. Here 
the cenfure is good, but the conclufion is 
bad, and the pleafantry is forced. The 
Gout of Cardan is neither better logic, nor 
more gay, when it pretends to be a benefit 
in fo far as all the good things of this world 
are accompanied by pain, and when it flat- 
ters its own vanity for its ‘nobility im at- 
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tacking only the rich and powerful ; for its 
ftrength, which plays with all remedies ; 
for its chaftity, in that it makes its victims 
incapable of -evil; for its nature, higher 
and gentler than any other of the maladies. 

What a fine thing, in truth, is a_/lea, 
for, according to Calcagnini, in its little 
nefs it produces great effects, fince it purges 
the blood:of men without opening the veins, 
leaps with incomparable lightnefs, often 
lodges moft admirably well, and triumphs 
even over Hercules! 

The dialogue upon the Art of Swim- 
meng, by Wiinmann, has only two faults: 
firft, that it is interminable in its digreflions 
and details; and, fecondly, that it by no 
means teaches us to {wim. 

Itvis eafily inferred that Melanchthon, by 
his Praz/e of the Ant, defires to lead men 
to the practice of economy, prudence, and 
labor; but, without difrefpect to the au- 
thor, neither the example nor the panegyric 
of the ant, can lead men to do what mo- 
rality, laws, and experience, have hitherto 
failed to accomplith. 

According to Majoraggio, mud is the 
nobleft and moft neceflary thing, in the 
world—and why? Becaufe mud has pre- 
ceded all living beings, and every thing in 
Nature is made of it. Upon this the au- 
thor lofes himfelf in declamations of hollow 
philofophy and poor physics. 

Scaliger did well to fupport himfelf with 
the Goo/e of the Capitol;.he is neither 
more happy nor more convincing than his 
rivals in his praife of the goofe, 

The Prarfe of the A/s, by Paflerat, is 
agreeable, but the defeription given of him 
by Buffonris a much better and more com- 
plete eulogy. 


But this is enough: where there is noth- 
ing to retain, there is nothing to quote ; 
and who could or would give a good ac- 
count of the other pieces. of this colleétion, 
fuch as the Praife of the Lou/e, the Ele- 
rhant, and the Quatern Fever ? 

III. Hippolytus Redivivus, id eft reme- 
dium contemnendi Jexum muliebrum ; auc- 
tore S. 7. E. D. V. M. W. A. § Anno 
M. DC. XLIV. (1 vol. fmall 12mo.) 

The author of this fatire againft the fex 
deftroys all credit for his words when he 
confeffes to his readers that, if he detefts 
women in theory, he adores them in prac- 
tice. It is thus that all mifogynifts gener- 
ally behave: they wifh to have mothers, 
wives, fifters, miftreffes, and daughters, but 
no women ; this is to call one’s felf a phi- 
lofopher. 

But what are the reproaches which Hip- 
polytus Redivivus makes againft women? 
Firft, the name of Eve, in Syriac, fignifies 
a [erpent ; therefore woman is a ferpent. 
Megara, Alecto, and Tifiphon, are the three 
women who conceived, nourifhed, and edu- 
cated woman ; and then the beautiful Helen 
and the Trojan war; and then the harlot 
who caufed the ruin of the tribes of Benja- 
min; and, Medea, and Brifeis. 

Befides, women are made with a vifible 
intellectual incapacity. Deceit is natural to 
them, and, as it were, effential. They chat- 
ter enough to aftonifh the magpies. They 
live by inconftancy. ‘They are devoid of 
patience, prudence, and ftrength. What 
you wifh they will not with, and immedi- 
ately wifh what you do not wifh. Modefty 
is accorded them; but this modefty is only 
cunning: if it were a virtue, it would necef- 
fitate chaftity, and this is not to be found, 


» The declamation by Doula, in Praife of Every one knows to what extent they‘are 


Shade, is only a: ‘boyifh and tirefome. piece 
of wit. 

The Being of Rea/on, by, Barleus, is 
only a thefis of abftrufe ; metaphyfics, in 
which reafon has nothing to gain. 


curious, The luxury of their drefs fhows 
how immenfely vain and proud they are. 
They know nothing, and if perchance any 
of them become wife, they make us regret 
thofe who are ignorant. 
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In fhort, no one fhould marry who de- 
fires to live in peace. 


IV. Democritus Ridens, five Campus 
recreationum honeflarum cum exorcif{mo 
melancoia, Amftelodami, apud Jodocum 
Janfonium, M. DC. XLIX. (1 vol. {mall 
12mo. ) 

It is a fine thing to exorcife fadnefs, but 
to drive it away is {till finer and more difli- 
cult. Langius will not have that honor, 
whatever may be in other refpects the mer- 
its of his Democritus laughing, a {econd 
edition of which was printed in 1655. 

This little book is a collection of fhort 
ftories, either true or falfe, of witticifms and 
fun, one of the treafuries of wit from which 
the ftory-tellers of fociety obtain their ma- 
terials at no great coft. 


«Charles the Fifth, converfing with the 
Cardinal de Granvelle upon the Germanic 
herefy, compared it to one of thofe balls 
which, when caft upon the ground, re- 
bounds, falls back again, and again rebounds 
and efcapes from your hand.” , 

“Julius II. was accuftomed to fay that 
{cience was filver in an obfcure man, gold 
in a great man, and diamond in a prince.” 

* An alchemift afked from Leo ‘X, the 
price of his fecret for making gold. The 
pope gave him an empty purfe, and told 
him to fill it.” 

“The King Sebaftian, of Portugal, was 
hopelefily defeated by the King of Mauri- 
tania. Chriftopher Favora, one of his gen- 
erals, cried, in his defpair, ‘ What help re- 
mains for us?”—‘ Celeftial help, if we are 
worthy of it!’ anfwered the king.” 

‘* He who knows nothing, knows enough, 
if he knows how to remain filent.” 


“Time is the father of Truth.” 
** All fear is flavery.” 


V. Mattheus Delo, de Arte Focandi 
Libri quatuor, de luftitudine fiudentica, 
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de ofculis Differtatio hiftorica philologica, 
accedunt et alu Traétatus lectu jucunidds, 
etc. Amftelodami, apud_ Joannem Pauli, 
1737. (1 vol. {mall 12mo.) 

The poem of Delius upon The Art of 
Foking confifts of four cantos, in alternate 
hexameter and pentameter verfe.’ After a 
very long preface, the poet gives, in good 
verfes, general and very fenfible advice 
to the apprentices in fun; upon the art of 
knowing men ; ftudying appofitenefs; how 
to feize it; not mingling fun indifcreetly 
with grave fubjects; not laughing at facred 
things; travelling, to obferve various man- 
ners and cuftoms ; feeking the topics which 
fuit the various ages of life, and the differ- 
enc fogial pofitions'; ‘non _fmiles veftes Cre- 


Jus et Tras habent ; wpon not railing againtt 


rufticity before ruftics; not being fevere 
before the timid: thefe are the topics of 
the firft canto. 

In the fecond, the author becomes ani- 
mated, and, under the influence of the gra- 
cious Thalia, urges youth to practife his 
precepts. There are two fources of fun: 
one, which arifes naturally from the thing 
itfelf; the other, which is a happy produc- 
tion of art. Let your words be fimply or- 
nate; {peak but little of yourfelf, of your 
actions, of your fayings, or in your own 
name ; defpife no one, and do not eftimate 
yourfelf above others; avoid inconvenient 
topics ; it is beft to joke only with friends ; 
have. no envy, no hate; be careful of the 
abfent ; do not go beyond certain bounds. 

Love is a fruitful theme, but it is apt. to 
entice,too far; therefore be careful of it. 

Be varied ; oculos hominum res vartata 
capit. If you tell ftories, be careful of the 
circumftances, the names, the time, place, 
and all that gives an air of precifion to 
your tales; make but few geftures, remem- 
bering that a narrator is not a mimic. 

Let your face be fmiling, without ufing 
grimaces; ufe no grand airs, nor ftoical 
looks. Do not count too greatly upon the 
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effect of your jokes; the beft are thofe 
which. efcape unintentionally, 

Know thoroughly what you are fpeak- 
ing of; this is the price of pleafing in con- 
verfation. 

Never lie, although fiction is allowable 
to the fkilful. The abfurd or incredible 
are never pleafing. I am not an enemy to 
certain tricks which confift in changing fuch 
a word or fyllable for another; but it is 
here particularly that it is neceffary to be 
fober and ingenious. ‘The enigma and am- 
phiboly have their merits alfo; but you 
muft judge when and how far. The fages 
will often ferve you. as models, among 
whom Erafmus—the immortal Erafmus— 
thines without equal, Cicero has joked too 
much; profit by his example, to moderate 
yourtfelf. 

. .« Inde cavere decet, ne cui moveatur amico, 

Ex falibus fluitans naufea forte tuis. 

In the third and fourth ‘cantos, Delius 
attacks with vigor the enemies of laughing 
and joking: he fhelters himfelf under the 
authority of the greateft poets and philofo- 
phers—Homer, Ovid, Terence, Tibullus, 
Theophraftus, Ariftotle himfelf, and Cicero; 
he invokes them, propofes them for imita- 


tion, and‘up to a certain point faves him-- 


felf thus, by digreflions and brilliant details, 
from monotony in his didactic march ?'we 
fay up to a certain point, becaufe he has 
not been able to add example to precept, 
notwithftanding all his wit,: and’ fince’ he 
has remained {érious upon a fubjeét with 
which he fhould and could have been gay. 

We have faid enough of his work, which 
is remarkable particularly for its verfifica- 
tion, to give a defire to become acquainted 
with it; and we will finifh with him, by 
thefe modett verfes : 


Da veniam, lector, verfibus ore meis. 
Et placeat ftudium, placeat propenfa voluntas 
Quam mihi turba probat, quam probat ipfe Deus. 
Nunc mea contingunt obtato litore portum 
Laxata in mifltos candida vela dies 
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Matthew Delius indicates, in his poem, 
that he was a contemporary of the cele- 
brated Jerome Vida, who died in 1566, 
aged feventy-fix; but little elfe is known 
concerning his life. We have not found 
his name mentioned anywhere. This for- 
getfulniefs is unjuft. It would feem jufter 
to forget the two other authors of this col- 
lection, Nicolas Frifchlin and Vincent Ob- 
fopzeus—the firft of whom was the author 
of a Latin Elegy againft Drunkenne/s ; 
and the fecond, of a Latin poem on the Art 
of Drinking—although their verfification 
wants neither facility nor elegance. 

The Art of Drinking is too eafily 
learned without inftruétion, and drunken- 
nefs is too difgufting to require a caftigation 
in verfe; therefore it will be neceffary to 
only indicate it to the curious, together 
with the tirefome methodical difcourfe De 
peditu; the heavy and foporific inaugural 
difpute De jure potandi; the ridiculous 
Germano-macaronic piece, De lu/litudine 
ftudentica; the feudal difpute De cucur- 
bitatione, or concerning adultery commit- 
ted by a vaffal with the wife of his lord; the 
judicial centuries De bond mu/iere, in which 
it appears, from Cato, Socrates, /Eneas 
Sylvius, Ceelius Rhodigianus, and others, 
that women fhould circulate from hand to 
hand, as articles of commerce ;_ an hiftorical 
and philological differtation upon Kies, 
though very pleafant, and in which are dif- 
cuffed feventeen forts of kiffes, commencing 
with the kifs of religion, and ending with 
the kifs of courtefy, the fharp fatire of the 
manners of literary people, entitled De jure 
pennalium ; and, finally, the inaugural the- 
fis De Virginibus, which will never teach 
how, by certain figns, to diftinguifh vir- 
ins. 2 
: Thefe pieces complete the volume .in 
which Delius obfcurely triumphs. Too 
much fhould never be faid upon any mat- 
ter, and. efpecially fo upon a tirefome and 
dangerous matter.—(M. Du Royre.) 
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Trenei Carpentarii Eruditorum Cer- 
libuom Centuria Singularis. 
Wittemberg, 1714, 1715, 1717. (8vo.) 


Tuis differtation upon Learnep Bacue- 
Lors was written by Godefroi Wagner, a 
learned Swifs biographer, and rector of the 
Univerfity of Friburg. The title of the 
edition’ of 1717, which is the beft, runs 
thus: Schedia/mata varia de erudttis Ce- 
hibibus cum “Scripts Variorum ejufdem 
Argument. 

Wagner was alfo the author of another 
pfeudononymous publication, with the fol- 
lowing title: Schurzflea/chiana ex /cholis 
Cour. Sam. Schurzflefchu colleéta et edita 
ab Irenaeo Sincero. Vitemberge, 1729- 
1744. (8v0.) 

His Différtation on Learned Bachelors 
is noticed by Coupé, who was, however, 
unaware that the work was pfeudonony- 
mous. 

It cannot be denied that the charms of 
woman are greatly injurious to the charms 
of literature. _ In fact, how can a man who 
is in love, tear himself from the garlands 
of flowers which bind him, and rufh vol- 
untarily upon the thorns with which the 
ftudy of all the fciences abounds? There 
is great difference between the fhrubbery 
of Amathufia and the pointed rocks of 
Pindus. 

If fome -privileged perfons have fucceed- 
ed in reconciling two fo contrary paffions, 
yet fuch are rare. However this may be, 
here we fee a century of {cholars who have 


abandoned the myrtle of Venus for the 


laurel of Apollo. 

Godefroi Wagner, in giving us an ac- 
count of them, follows the alphabetical and 
not the chronological order. A few ex- 
tracts from his work may prove of intereft 
to thofe readers who have, with Benedict, 
either fworn to die bachelors, or, like him, 
been difappointed at living to become mar- 
ried men: 


The Philobiblion. 


233 


Ciauprus ASuianivs, of Preneite, in It- 
aly, was, according to Philoftratus, an ex- 
cellent fophift, who profefled ‘at Rome, 
under the reign of the Emperor’ Adrian, 
and who lived in perpetual’ celibacy. 

Rovotpuus Aericota, born in Friéfland, 
near Groningen, was the author of an ex- 
cellent work, De Jnventione Dialechce, and 
infpired a tafte for Greek literature im all 
Germany during the three years he taught 
at Heidelberg. He was none the’ lefs ac- 
quainted with the great writers of Rome 
and the Eaft. He was a philofopher, an 
orator, a painter, and alfo a mufician; he 
had maftered all knowledge. He took pleaf- 
ure in the fociety of young women, and 
played and fang with them in company 
with his friends, But this was only an in- 
nocent amufement, nunguam amore depe- 
ribat ; he was never married. 

Nicotas Amsporr, of Tfcheppa, and 
Epwarp Avcxetman, of Hamburg, lived 
the fame. 

There was but little difference between 
thefe-and Arcrsitas, of A®olia, who, ac- 
cording to Diogenes Laertius, loved women 
a great deal, although he never wifhed to 
attach himfelf to any one of them, and who, 
perhaps in confequence, became delirious 
by the ufe of wine. 

Huco Basetius, born on the borders of 
the Dowbs, in Franche-Comté, and who 
taught with great fuccefs, in the principal 
college of Louvain, the three languages, 
Latin, Greek, and Hebrew, was always the 
moft continent and ftudious of men. 

The purity of manners of Saint Basi, 
Bifhop of Czfarea, is alfo well known. 

Maurice Biumuvs, a celebrated doétor 
of Saxony, wanted never to hear women 
fpoken of, except in curing them. 

Avam Bopensteintus, one of the moft 
learned fcholars of Bafle, preferved the 
liberty of his heart, as he did that of his 
country. 

Samuet Boutius, the famous: profeffor 
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of Pomerania‘j ~Otans Borricuivs, fur- 
named the Galen and Varro of Danifh 
Cimbria ;. the young and brilliant Lronar- 
vo Boscxws, of,Suabia ; the profound phy- 
fician Jouw Bravnius, of Augfburg; Joux 
Brongs, of Tours, the learned difciple of 
Alciatus ; Vircu. C#sain, one of the eagles 
of modern Italy ; Wittiam Canrerus, the 
wonder of Utrecht—were all men who al- 
ways avoided the intercourfe of women, 
and who have preferred enlightening the 
world to increafing the human family. 

But why does Wagner put the famous 
Rene Descartes in the fame category? It 
is well known that this great philofopher 
did not, live in continence; that, far from 
avoiding the company of women, he greatly 
liked a young woman who had {quint eyes, 
and that, as a confequence of the lively fen- 
timent he had for her, he could not re- 
fit feeling an intereft in thofe perfons 
who had a fimilar defeét of vifion. In his 
more advanced age, he had a tender feel- 
ing for a young lady, Mademoifelle de 
Rofay, who boafted that fhe was the only 
woman who had infpired the paflion of 
love in fo great a philofopher It is not 
known by which of thefe he had a natural 
daughter, who was called Francine, and 
the dates of whofe conception and birth 
were found written upon the cover of one 
of his books, in his own. handwriting. He 
mourned for this child, whom he afterward 
loft... Finally, he had a third miftrefs, 
“« And this,” fays Wagner, ‘‘ could not be 
otherwife; fince a man who had fuch a 
paflion for all that relates to anatomy, 
could not fo ftri¢tly obferve the rules of 
celibacy.” 

The author is alfo wrong in having 
placed Marx Anrony Coccius among the 
number of learned men who lived in celi- 
bacy. It is true that Coccius never mar+ 
ried ; but yet he died from an unfortunate 
effect of love, as we learn from the follow- 
ing lines : 
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In venere incerta tamen hic contabuit, ‘atque. 

Maluit Italicus Gallica fata pati. ; 

Still lefs fhould Wagner have even men- 
tioned Diocenes, whofe name of Cynic is 
revolting, Is it poflible to regard this li- 
centious philofopher, who wifhed to deftroy 
the privacy of marriage, who taught that 
all women fhould be public, and who prac- 
tifed his corrupting leffons, openly violating 
decency in the public ftreets, as one who 
lived in celibacy? 

Wagner is, however, inftructive and edi- 
fying in his notices of the real celibatifts 
who have enriched literature. Such were 
Pierre GauTHier DE Cuasor, of Poitou, 
who taught with honor in the Univerfity 
of Paris; Lawrence Circuer, of Silefia, 
who {pread the love of knowledge in Ger- 
many ; Nicotas CLenarp, of Brabant ; and 
Cuarxes Ciusius, of Arras, whofe, knowl- 
edge charmed the great Emperors Maxi- 
milian and Rodolphus. 

Let us memtion here particularly Marx 
Antony pe Comitisus, a philofopher as 
much by his conduct as by his wifdom, 
who condemned himfelf to an abfolute re- 
treat, not in a cloifter, but in his chambér. 
He defired never to fee women, and avoid- 
ed even the meeting of men, He was his 
own emperor, mafter, and difciple. . Yet, 
however, he did not wifh to fo difhonor 
his hands as to reduce them to the vile 
miniftry of the kitchen; he was, therefore, 
forced to employ a woman for this pur- 
pofe. But he.did not allow her to, prepare 
his meals in the houfe; he even forbid her 
entering there; and with a ftring let down 
a bafket, in which fhe placed the difhes, 
which were returned to her in the fame 
way. 

This man, who lived thus alone in the 
world, like the pelican of the,defert, knew 
how to employ his life well, and became 
an excellent mathematician and aftrologer. 
Strange contradiction! he fled the fociety 
of men, and yet it was doubtlefs for their 
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benefit that he thus worked on until his 
death. 

The Venetian-Conrarini and the Bre- 
ton Duaren, the doétor Vaterius Corpus, 
the Englithman CxrisrorHer Erperietp, 
the old Theban general Eraminonpas, the 
philofopher Urrrc Ursarus, the famous 
Erasmus, and Jacgurs Leresyre, of Etaples, 
can but barely be megtioned here. 

But a word fhould be faid of the too 
famous T'Homas Hosses. If he lived in 
the practice of continence, it muft have 
been only-becaufe he could not do other- 
wife, fince his principles of morality were 
not very fevere. But the inclinations he 
had during: his youth, at Malmefbury, his 
native place, however flight they may have 
been, prove that he was not what is called 
a mifogynift, or what the Romans call ad- 
flemius. He was a man, and, fays Wag- 
ner, ““he believed that nothing pertaining 
to humanity fhould be ftrange to him. He 
therefore tafted the pleafures of love, but 
with moderation, without making any per- 
manent alliance with any one woman, fo 
as tobe lefs troubled in his philofophical 
ftudies, in which he allowed fuch free prin- 
ciples.” 

Louis Jancermann, of Leipfic, a great 
phyfician and, a celebrated botanift, re- 
garded love as a tyrant, and women as a 
quickfand upon which. fcience could not 
efcape being wrecked. Thus he faid he 
would not marry until they fhowed him a 
plant he did not know. He. was never 
fhown fuch.a plant, and therefore remained 
a bachelor. 

The charming poet, Perer Lorticuius, 
united in himfelf all the charms of litera- 
ture. Far from’ hating the women, he 
liked to celebrate their graces; he even 
made amorous, verfes for many of them; 
but this was, it is faid, not through inter- 
eft, but only through pure gallantry. | In 
this cafe, he did wrong to approach thefe 
firens a little too near; he fhould have 
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feared the cup of Circe more than he did. 
The refult was, that one of thefe amiable 
magicians gave him a ftroke which wound- 
ed him mortally, He did not know all 
the danger of the fair, until it was too late; 
he avoided them ever afterward, but the 
vanquifhing fhaft remained ever after in his 
bofom. 

Another poet, not lefs celebrated, Fran- 
cis Juntus, of Bruges; the learned Ferpi- 
nanD Nontus, whom M. de Thou regarded 
as the light of Spain; the great geographer 
AsraHaM Ortetius, of Antwerp, did not 
live in a fterile celibacy, fince they ‘have 
left us fuch excellent works, It is much 
more eafy to produce children, who will 
die as we do, than to produce works which 
will pafs to immortality. 

Perer Pacanus, of Heffe, the illuftrious 
profeffor of poetry and hiftory at Marburg, 
who was held in favor by the Emperor 
Ferdinand, had at firft a defire to. marry. 
He had, at Marburg, loved a young lady 
of the nobility, who had a great deal of 
wit; but he wifhed to know her charaéter 
before marrying her; fhe had alfo the fame 
idea, and being one day with him at a great 
party, fhe wifhed to make him drunk, in 
concert with other young and foolifh per- 
fons to whom fhe imparted the project. 
She wifhed, after having made-him drunk, 
to fend him away, ad ambas w/que. aures 
vino ingurgitatum. He pretended not to 
fee her intention, and kept himfelf fober ; 
but this perfidy, and many other things 
which fhe made him fee, under the perfura~ 
fion that he was drunk, deftroyed the charm 
of love: and Paganus, judging all women 
by this one, wifhed never to fee any of 
them again. 

Nicotas pe Passerisus, the natural fon 
of a noble of Genoa, preferred to fhine 
through eloquence, rather than to burn by 
the fire of love, and was never curioufly 


anxious to have either natural or other 
children, 
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The celebrated Jawyer Vincent Prac- 
crus, of Hamburg, had, caufed to be en- 
graved, upon, the front of his houfe, thefe 
words of Horace, Lenguenda tellus et do- 
mus; but he was, careful not.to add thefe 
other words from the fame author—et pla- 
cens uxor, . He did ‘not defire one, amiable 
or otherwife. 

The famous Norman, Winiiam’ Poster, 
who was. called. the Abyfs\of Knowledge, 
the Polyglott, the Divine Mathematician, 
the Cabalift par, excellence, \fell|.doubtlefs 
into /many -errors, but: never, into, that. of 
women; at Jeaft, he boafts|that he, never 
did, and ;fays he was. @ congreffu: venereo 
ampollutus. 

The Count Palatine Bernakp Praro- 
rrus, one of the moft learned, men. in, Ger- 
many, lived in the {ame continence, as did 
alfo JoserH-ScaxiceR. Concerning this laf, 
Wagner tells a fact which appears nowhere 
elfe, He fays that Sealiger was mutilated 
(cafiratus) by his, own, father, the, proud 
Cafar of Efcalej,in order to! protect him 
from the greateft obftacle in the purfyit of 
literature. . Nor was. he! deceived in his 
attempt, for Jofeph Scaliger has, been called 
a well of erudition; an ocean of knowl- 
edge; the. fun of ,terary men; a divine 
man; oné of the gods—he who was unt 
able tormake).a, mortal, ‘It is not won- 
derful,” continues Wagner, “that he was 
continent after. this.” 

Our author fays the fame of Vircw, the 
greateft of the Reman poets... But in this 
cafe he is not the author of the Priapea, 
which may willingly be believed. | At any 
rate, he had the reputation of having lived 
publicly at Naples with a certain Plotia, 
It is true that Afconius Pedianus;, who; was 
the intimate friend of this great poet, de- 
nies this ftory, and agrees that Varus only 
offered him. this woman, but, that he did 
not with her. 

This notice of nearly fifty of the hun- 
dred perfons mentioned by Wagner, will 
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ferve to give the’ reader.an idea of his origi- 
nal work, 


——_+e —— 


Miscellaneous Ttems. 


The Talmud and Kepler. 


We /ee the fun and’ the’ ftars. rife and 
fet, while the earth’ does not move: this 
impreffion has naturally caufed the firft 
theory of the fyftem of thé world, and has 
been admitted’ by all antiquity. ‘Ptolemy 
(B. C. 175) has given a {cientifie form to 
this fyftem, which confifts in making the 
earth fixed in the centre of the world, and 
having all the celeftial bodies circle around 
it. In 1443, the illuftrious Pole, Nicolas 
Copernicus, reverfed this fyftent,'and eftab- 
lifhed, with great probability, the'hypothe/ts 
that the fun is fixed in the centre of’ the 
world, and-that the planets, comprifing the 
earth; move around him. In 1851, a'young 
Frenchman, named Foucault,* changed this 
hypothe/is into a certainty ; and by the aid 
of an inftrument (the gyro/cope), which is 
perhaps more admirable ftill, the celebra- 
ted phyficift fucceeded ‘not in demon/tra- 
ting but in /howing the movement of our 
globe, So that this‘ movement has become 
a trath beyond all power of attack. "The 
fixednels of our globe is ‘the /pontaneous 
primitive belief. Its motion is a refle(tive 
belief, two kinds of belief which ate rarely 
identical, Several paffages of the Bible, 
however, declare the movement of the fun 
and the fixity of the earth. Here are the 
paflages : 

“Then fpake Jofhua to the Lord, in the day 
when the Lord delivered up the Amorites before 
the children of Ifrael, and he faid in the fight.of 
Ifrael, Sun; ftand thou ftill upon Gibeon; and 
thou, Moon,\in the valley of Ajalon. And’ the 
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* Jean-Bernard-Leon Foucault, born at Patis, 
the fon of ‘a bookfeller, the 8th of September, 
1819. 
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fun |fedod ftill,,and the moon ftayed, untilsjthe 
people had avenged themfelves upon their ener 
mies.” —( Fofhua x, 12, 13.). : 

<Qne generation paffeth away, and) another 
generation cometh: but the earth, abideth for- 
ever.”"—(Eecles. i. 4.) ; =O 

“In-them hath he fet a tabernacle for the fun ; 
which. is as a bridegroom coming out of his cham- 
ber, ahd’ rejoiceth as ‘a {trong* man to run a race. 
His going forth ‘is’ from! the end (of ‘the heaven, 
and his circuit unto the ends of-it.””—+(\P/aim xix. 
4 '5-) 

‘© Who laid the foundations vof. the: earth, that 
it fhould not be removed |fonever.’1+—(Ps. civ.) 5.)* 


It is perfectly’ plain that-in all thefe paf- 
fages the motion of thé fiin, and the fixity 
of the ‘earth are admitted.” But fince thefe 
paflages were z7n/pired, to maintain the con- 
trary had an air of herefy; therefore Gali- 


leo, having publicly profeffed thé fyftemi of 


Copernicus, réceived, ot! the firft'of March, 
1616, the-firft warning that he fiould ceafe 
teaching fuch a do¢trine. Having-patd no 
attentian, to this. warning, he was’ forced) to 
appear at Rome before: acommiflion formed 
of. eleven._cardinals,.and,.the.22d-.of June, 
1633, he was, condemned to alyure the 
mobility. of the earth. This difgraceful 
decifion would not have been taken, if the 
commiffion had known and applied this fage 
maxim of the Talmud, of which fo frequent 
ufe' has ‘been. made’: 


4¢ The words of. the Thora conform themfelves 
to the ordinary. language of men.” 


Note this faét of the Hebrews, as igno- 
rant as they were thirty-three centuries 
ago. 

Kepler, without ever .having read the 
Talmud, employs, the fame maxim—and, 
fingularly enough, in almoft the fame words 
+—in order to-repel. the accufation of herefy 


* Kepler fhowed that .this: magnificent '-Pfalm 
was modelled upon the Hexameron of Genefis:: 
the verfes 25.3, 6, 20;:26y and 28, correfpond to 
the fix fucceflive formations of; the firft chapter of 
Berefchit. 
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which the theologians brought apainft che 
Copernican theory.:°dt occurs thus m the 
introduction of his Afronemia Nova(1609); 
ah’ immortal; work, im which: he has given 
the Jaws that. Newtom ufed inthe creation 
of his celeftial:mechanifm, or, following. the 
ftyle of the doétdrs of «the Fialmad, the 
confiruction: of the. <ar; comparing . the 
world to a fyftem of wheels, the folid: por- 
tions-of which; united; force the whedls’to 
advance ‘together—a ‘picturefque' and’ fuft 
metaphor. ‘This is the text of Kepler: 

— vero) etfacrar lattera, de rebus 
vulgaribus (in -qubus illorum tnftitutum 
non’ eft homies inftruere) loguuntur cum 
homantbus humano,more, ut ab hominibus 
pereiprantur,; utantur us.que funt apud 
homines in confeffo, ad ininuandum ala 
Sablemora et dvina. 

« The Sacred Writings, in common affairs (in 
which it is not their affair to inftrué men), fpeak 
to mén in a humaa mamner,.in' order that they 
may,|be underftood by men; they employ the 
terms, commonly in ufe among them, in order 


thus to inculcate other more elevated and divine 
truths.” 


It is unfortunate that in 1633 the cardi- 
nals, judges of Galileo, did not regard what 
Kepler faid in 1609. In effeét, God, hav- 
ing created man in; his own, image—that is 
to. fay, having made. him an intelligent crea- 
ture—wifhed him..to. ufe this. intelligence 
for, the difcovery of the fciences ; the object 
of the Bible, therefore, was not, to teach 
{cience—its only aim was to, inftruét us in 
our, duties toward. men,:and God; what 
mult, be dgne inorder to pleafe the Crea- 
tor, and, what muft be avoided, in order 
not.to difpleafe, him; this is what, muft be 
fought, for.ia the, Sacred Writings, and 
nothing elfe. ,The attempts which have 
been..made,:doubtlefs. with. good intentions, 
to fupport {ciences. upon the Bible, and the 
Bible upon {fciences, are unfortunate at- 
tempts, which, do harm. to both the-Bible 
and Science: it is enough, to’ read, the at- 
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tempts which have’ been made to reconcile 
the firft chapter of Genefis with ‘the natu- 
ral fciences,’. In attempting to:change the 
object of the!Bible, nothing but infuperable 
obftacles «can be encountered.’ The Bible 
fhould perfeét the moral man, and Science 
the intelle€tual man ; each has itsvocation. * 

Let us return to Kepler, who continues 
thus : 

“ This is what I have to fay concerning the 
authority. of the Sacred Writings ;.as for the opin- 
ions of the faints, I will reply. by-a fingle word : 
in theology we muft weigh authorities, but in phi- 
lofophy we muft. weigh reafons. Latantius denies 
the roundnefs of the.earth; Saint Auguftine ad- 
mits the roundnefs, but denies the antipodes; the 
Holy Church admits the fmallnefs of the earth, 
but denies its motion. But for me the earth is 
round, there are antipodes, the earth is extremely 
{mall and moves in {pace; for in philofophy the 
facred truth fhould be the preponderant authority.” 

The celebrated Borelli, who firft difcov- 
ered the law, of percuflion (De.vi: Percu/- 
fronts, ' Bononiz,, 1667), the author of the 
famous work upon the movement of animals 
(De Motu Anmakum, z volumes, Rome, 
1681), and who died the 30th of Decem- 
ber, 1679, in the greateft poverty, in a con- 
vent at Rome, was obliged, when teaching 
aftronomy, to fay, Ita fanéa docet Ecclefa, 
ita credendum. 

M. Lieber} a bookfeller, has publifhed an 
authentic portrait of the immortal aftrono- 
mer of Wiirtemburg ; in this face the great 
Creator has difplayed a high intelligence, 
great goodnefs, and’ the features of high 
birth. At the firft glance, we fee he is a 
chofen man, diftinguifhed® by his thought, 
by his firmnefs of character, by his perfeve- 
rance, the gifts of a creative genius, Kep- 
ler; however, fpent a part of his’ life in 
holding out his hand to his auguft proteét- 
ors for the’bread his family often wanted : 
he died ftruggling againft abject poverty. 

Albert Girard fuccumbed under the fe- 
vere preffiire of great want. 

* The numerical ftatements of the Bible hardly 
ever agree with each other. 
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Borelli died ‘in an obfcure hofpital at 
Rome. 

At the age of feventy, Galileo was ftig- 
imatized, not by the tortures, but by the 
agonies and fearful terrors of the Inquifi- 
tion, that daughter of Hell! 

Leibnitz, defired by all the fovereigns of 
Europe, dying difgraced, was buried in the 
night, accompanied only by an obfcure Jew, 
his faithful difciple. 

In our own days, the inventor «f the 
marine fcrew, which broke the fceptre of 
Neptune in the hands of England, died in 
a hofpital on the outfkirts of Paris, Where 
is his ftatue? That of Madame du Barry 
ftands among the glories of France at Ver- 
failles, 

Among the. high leffons which we owe 
to the Sacred Writings, the moft inftructive, 
in my opinion, is this: ‘‘ And it repented 
the Lord that he had made man.” (Gene- 
fis vi. 6.) 


[From the Bulletin de Bibliographie, d’ Hiftoire et 
de Biographie Mathématique, t. vii., 1861.] 








Bas” Messrs. PHILES & CO. have ready for 
the prefs, and are now taking fub{criptions for, a 
reprint of The Paradise of Banntie Wedises. 
The text of this edition is taken from the reprint 
of 1810, edited by Sir Encerron Baypegs. The 
biographical notes have been prepared expreflly for 
this edition, ufing Brydges as a bafis, but incorpo- 
rating much information that'has been brought to 
light fince his edition was iffued. :This edition 
will be printed in {mall quarto, in the beft ftyle of 
the art, upon India paper, and is limited to 500 
copies, as’ follows : 





400 on {mall paper, at $2.00 each ; 
100 on large papet, at $4.00 each. 


At thefe prices, copies will be furnifhied to fub- 
fcribers only; and as foon as they are fupplied, 
the’ prices will be raifed to $2.50 for the fmall~ 
paper copies, and $5.00 for the large-paper copies. 

Mefirs. Puites & Co. propofe to make this re- 
print-of The Paradife of Dayntie Devifes the firft 
volume of a feries of reprints of {carce colleétions 
of orp Enctisn porrry? The next volume in 
the feries will be “Bnglanv’s Welfcon.” 
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